Court, however, held that there had been no offence. Iio held that the whole of the Act must be read together, and that, seeing that in Section 3 the words used are ' injurious to health," while in Section 6 they are " to the prejudice of the purchaser," and that in regard to these two sections both the penalties and the defences are different, the legislature must have meant to deal with different things in these two sections?in the one with something injurious to health, and in the other with something prejudicial to the purchaser in some other way. The particular case, then, came under Section 3, in regard to which Section 5 held the seller blameless. He therefore dismissed the summons. Both magistrates granted cases for a superior court.
